The problem of free will has a long history in philosophy. In recent years, developments in the neuroscientific study of the brain have given a new impetus to the problem. These developments have led some to claim that free will is merely an illusion. If there is no free will, there is no moral or legal responsibility, and no one deserves punishment, rewards, blame, or praise for anything. I will discuss the challenges to free will posed by neuroscience and place them in the context of the philosophical debate about free will. I argue that free will is fully compatible with the assumptions and results of neuroscience. Still, neuroscience may give us a better understanding of situations where actions are truly not under our control and therefore not our responsibility.
